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ADVERTISEMENT. 


T is not neceſſary to introduce 
this Dialogue, between two 
eminent Prelates of our Church, 
by any leading circumſtances ; 
it is ſufficient to ſay, that from 


their controverſial writings upon 
this ſubject it is collected and thrown 
into the preſent form, in order to 
render the controverſy more  fa- 
miliar, and to bring into one point 
of view what may be gathered 

from 


ADVERTISEMENT. 

from the writings themſelves, 
wherein the ſubſtance of it may be 
found. The Controverſy itſelf is 

upwards of ſeventy years ſtanding; 
and yet it contains all that has 
been recently advanced upon this in · 
_ tereſting topic. The Editor, there- 
fore, will make no apology for 
entering upon it without a formal 
defeription of time or place, He 
avowedly pretends to little origi- 
nality : he endeavours only to make 
each party ſpeak his own language. 
If it ſhould anſwer the purpoſe of 
ſupplying any one, upon the 
diſcuſſion of this important quel- 


tion, 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


tion, with an eaſy anſwer to what 
may be urged by the Appel- 
lants in favour of a Repeal of theſe 
Acts, his end will be anſwered, 
Nothing better, he is verily per- 
ſuaded, can be ſaid, than has al- 
ready been ſaid upon this ſubject by 
that able Advocate for the Eſta- 
bliſhed Church, and one of its 
greateſt ornaments, Bisnor SHRR- 
Lock. 
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A 
DIALO G. U E 
BETWEEN 


Biſhop Hoadly and Biſhop Sherlock. 


. HOADLY. 

N my Sermon before the King, which 
has undergone fo ſevere a ſcrutiny 
gat a Committee of Convocation, I 
have endeavoured to ſet aſide the cor- 
rupted notions of the Chutch, and to in- 
troduce the true one. This they have 
underſtood, as ſpeaking of the ſame fort 
of Church, viz. of the vibe Church; 
whereas I profeſs, that I meant in theſe 
words to defcribe no other tham the uni- 
| verſal muiſibir Church. 


B SHERLOCK, 
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"7 _ SHERLOCK. - 


Whatever your Lordſhip may profeſs 
now, it is evident, that when you un- 
dertook to rectify the miſtakes of others 
about particular Churches, you could 
mean no other than as the Committee 
underſtood you to mean, a v/4ble Church: 
and when they found that your true 
notion of a Church, as you call it, was 
inconſiſtent with the very being of a 
vijible Church, you immediately changed 
the idea, in your anſwer to the Repre- 
ſentation: and though you poſitively 

_ affirm, that what you ſaid about in- 
conſiſtent images, by daily additions, united 
in the notion of the Church of Chriſt, 
related to modern notions of particular 
Churches, which, as ſuch, muſt be vi- 
ble; yet you would have this paſs, as a 
deſcription of the univerſal, invifble 
Church. But whatever might be your de- 


ſign, 
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fign, in this attempt of rectifying the miſ- 
takes about particular viſible Churches, 
or of confounding them with a true no- 
tion of the univerſal inviſible Church, it 
is agreed. on all hands, that-your princi- 
pal aim was to make way for the repeal 
of the Corporation and Teſt Acts: for 
this your Lordſhip ſeems to own in your 
anſwer to the Repreſentation, and are 
willing, in this reſpect, to be underſtood 
by all: as if you avowedly joined with 
the popular' outcries which have been 
raiſed againſt thoſe ſtatutes, although 
they are the ſecurity of the Eſtabliſhed 
Church, and the envy of thoſe who hate 
It. 


- HOADLY. 


It is true, that I declare myſelf averſe 
to the Sacramental Teſt, which has been 
required by the Legiſlature, as a qualifi- 
cation for any Civil Office ; from which 
every one, who cannot conſcientiouſly 


B 2 comply 
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comply with ſuch terms of acceptance, 
is excluded, to the great prejudice of his 
ſecular concerns; or if theſe cannot be 
conveniently given up, he is then ſtrong- 
ly tempted to make a ſacrifice of his re- 
ligious ſentiments. And what js this, 
but to turn afide à ſacred inſtitution of 
the Goſpel from its original and natural 
defign, to a purpaſe againſt its own na- 
ture, and , contrary to the end propoſed 
by the Ordainer Himſelf? For what is 
this, but making Religion a Civil Teſt, 
and debaſing the maſt ſacred thing in 
the world into à political tool, ad an 
engine of State ? 18 


SHERLOCK. 


Truly this is a heavy: charge; and if 
it could be made good, no Chriſtian 
would want any other reaſon to be given 
for the repeal of the Teſt Act. But the 
charge does not affect the preſent queſ- 


tion, 
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tion, if it be rightly ſtated. You ſay, 
that this is making religion a civil teſt: 
and what then? Is not religion the teſt 
in every caſe where an Oath is required ? 
unleſs you will ſay that there is no re- 
ligion in an Oath: and if not, what is 
there that will make it binding on the 
conſcience ? Whether it þe taken by a 
Chriſtian or a Mahometan, it implies a 
belief in the truths of the Goſpel or the 
Alcoran, its duties and its ſanctions: and 
if this be not religion, what is? If an 
oath, which is an appeal to heaven, 
founded upon a religious faith, did not 
include thus much, it would carry with 
it no confirmation, and could never put 


an end to all firife. 
HOADLY.. 


Ves: but I contend, that what I ſaid 
againſt making religion a civil teſt refer» 
red ſolely to the Sacramental Teſt. 

| SHERLOCK, 
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It may be ſo; but why will you con- 
fine it to this? Do you think that there 
is no religion but the Sacrament ? or that 
any religion but the Sactament may be 
debaſed into a political tool, and an en- 
gine of State ? I cannot ſuppoſe you mean 
this. —However, this will bring us to the 
point at once. But that we may the 
| better underſtand one another, before we 
go any further, let us conſult the Statutes 
themſelves, for by them only we may 
Judge whether the Legiſlature was blame- 
able in requiring ſuch a | oft as that of the 
Sacrament. 

By the 13th Car. IL: Stat. il. ap. 1. 
it is enacted, That nd perſon ſhall in any 
Corporation be elected Mayor, Alderman, 
Sc. who ſhall not within a year before his 
election have taken the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper, according to the rights of 
_ the Church of England.” 

* By 
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By the 23d Car. II. cap. 2. it is 
enacted, That all and every perſon—that 
ſhall bear any office Civil or Military, &c. 
ſhall take the oaths of Supremacy and Alle- 
glance—and ſhall alſo receive the Sacra- 
ment of the Lord's Supper, according to 
the uſage of the , Church of England. — 
The act of Toleration extends the latter 
of theſe Acts to Proteſtant Diſſenters; 
the former expreſsly relates to them; 
and both are declared by 10th Anne, 
cap. 2. to be made for the ſecurity of the 
Church of England, as by law eſta- 
bliſhed. | 


HOADLY. 


The intention of theſe Acts was plain- 
ly to keep Non-conformiſts of all ſorts 
out of offices Civil and Military ; but 
ſuppoſe they had been permitted to 
reccive the Sacrament in their own way, 
would not this have anſwered the pur- 
pole as well, if it muſt be required as 
a qualification ? | | 

SHERLOCK. 


is A DIA ped &c. 
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By no means: for in truth, this is 
not a qualification for an office, but it 
is rather the teſt or proof of ſuch qua- 
lification: here is a manifeſt diſtinction 
to be made between the teſt, and the 
thing to be teſtified by it. The qua- 

lification intended, and indeed expreſſed 
by the Act is, that the perſon be well 
affected to the Eccleſiaſtical State and 
Conſtitution of theſe realms: and the 
receiving the Sacrament according to the 
rites or uſage of the eſtabliſhed Church 
1s the proof or teſt required, that he is 
ſo affected. An occaſional conformity, 
or being preſent now atid then at the 
common ſervice of the Church could be 
no proof of this: nor could it be ſaid 
how often any man's attendance there 
would have amounted to ſuch a proof. 
It was therefore neceffary to fix upon 
fome particular act of Church Commu- 
| nion 
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nion, which might give ſufficient evidence 
that he was fincerely well Es to the 


| en Church; 


The ſole * act of devotion, 
and therefore the leaſt to be trifled with 
by outward appearance only, is the 
Sacrament of the Lord's Supper: this 
naturally offered itſelf, as the moſt 
ſubſtantial proof of an inward appro- 
bation of the Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſh- 
ment; which was the * to be ob- 
tained. 


The whole therefore is a Religious, 
and not, as you would repreſent it, 
a Political Act; it is for the eſtabliſh- 
ment of the Church, as that involves 
the eſtabliſhment in the State, It is 
not, as you would have it, making 
the moſt ſolemn act of devotion an 
engine of State; it is for the ſupport of 
what is deemed, by every law, the true 
religion. x 

Ee HOADLY, 
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HOADLY. * 


Still, this not this imply, "A thi | 
bare receiving the Sacrament any where 
is the Teſt required by the Act? and why 
not then in their own way ? | 


| SHERLOCK. 


By no means. The bare receiving 
the Sacrament is no teſt of what is 


principally required, « proof of affec- 


tion to the Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution of 
this Kingdom. The Teſt lies chiefly 
upon the exprefs words of the Act, 

according to the nſugt' und viter of the 
Church of England. This is its ſecurity ; 
and no other could have anſwered the 
purpoſe: It is a certain evidence of a 
man's being a friend to the communion 
of that Church, in which he receives it, 


unleſs you may ſuppoſe, that he may 


* in Ws; as in other common 
inſtances. 


* 
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inſtances: . But bat leſs can be 
required, where there is an eſtabliſh- 
ment? And without an eſtabliſhment, 
whether. it be in England or Scatland, 
what would become of religion? It 
would be a mere rope of ſand; for 
in the midſt of the different forms of 
religion which might be introduced, 
it would be difficult to find the true 
one in the crowd, The Diſſenters in 
Beotland look upon themſelves as under 
an eſtabliſhment of their on, and. 
accordingly require teſts of obedience 
to it: why then would they aboliſh 
ours 2 They will admit none, — 5 
"_ — ſans (or 121 oh 


The 1 late * it lawful. to 
require a proof of any: one's good affec+ 
tion to the Ecelefiaſtical Conſtitution or 
State? If it be, what is the beſt proof ? 
The Sacrament is not appointed to be 
the teſt of any thing but what it ought 

C. 2 to 
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to be a teſt of, whether it were required 
by law or not: and the preſumption that 
he, who receives it in the Church, is a 


friend of the Church, is the ground and 
foundation, not 8 n. of the law. 


HOAD LY. 


Still the hardſhip. remains, 5 
conſeience is not abandoned; for the 
common rights of ſubjects are invaded 
by ſuch an injunction, inaſmuch as it 
is debarring men from thoſe civil rights; 
to which all, who are equally qualified 


in other reſpects, are equally intitled: 


and therefore nothing can reſtrain ſubjects 
of a certain denomitationjfrom a capa- 
city of holding vffices of poger and truſt, 
but it muſt be an unjuſtlimitatjon of their 
rights. I muſt therefore again profeſs 
my judgment againſt ſuch unjuſt or 
falſe-ſecurity, as either debars men from 


their civil rights, or debaſes a ſolemn 


mo of Chriſt. | 
SHERLOCK. 
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SHERLOCK. 


dd are e not pablie rights, as 
well as private? But which, do you 
think, ought to yield to the other? Is 
not a ſubmiſſion of the private to the 
public the fundamental article of all 
government? Every * member of the 
community has an intereſt in wiſhing 
that the reins of government may be 
put into proper hands; and can that be 
done, unleſs there be a right to declare 
what: qualifications ſhall be required of 
thoſe to whom any truſt in government 
is committed ? But how will it be known 
whether they have fuch qualifications; 
without ſome proof or teſt of their 
poſſeſſing them? Every legiſlature is 
juſtified in excluding ſuch by certain limi- 
tations: eſpecially when thoſe limita- 
tions deprive none of their civil rights, 
but thoſe who forfeit them. For he who 
xefuſes to give proof of his good affece - 
tion | 


K 2 ' * 4 - 


| 
[ 
' 
if 
0 
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tion to the government in Church as well 
as State, is as improper to be put into 
any place of truſf under the government, 
as it would be to plate an:illitrate man 
at the couneil board, 1 at 


ah head of:an army, Ul s 


fls 10 Minn le zctecandan og) tidug 
Such a right is veſted — 
muniey of Chriſtians: of every denomi- 
nation: and if; you ill complain of this, 
as an abridgtment . af liberty,” you may 
as well complain that a man cannot de- 
fend himſelf but in 8 /awfw/ way; and 
that too, in ſuchn courſa of law as the law 
itſelſ preſcribes. Such a plan af: Chriſe 
tian liberty. voiald leave no room for 
Chriſtian diſcipline This muſt include 
reſtraints! ; andryet the Diſſenters them 
{elves find 1t neceſſary, and have accord, 
ingly ũ xed their on terms, with which 
every one of their communion, muſt 


comply. or be excluded from it. They 


have; ſubſeriptions 28 well as We; and 
„ declarations 
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declarations of faith to be made, before 
they can be admitted into the miniſtry, 
the greateſt of all truſts. I, ſuppoſe if 
the act bad permitted them to receive 
the Sacrament in their on way, and not 
according to the rite and uſage of the 
Church of England, we ſhould. dave 
heard nothing of the ſacred inſtitution 
being debaſed into a political tool, and 
an engine of State: but what ſecurity 
would this have given to the Churchy 
the very. object of the Act itſelf ? n 


HOADLY. 


But you muſt confeſs that the Corpo- 
ration Act is an invaſion of the ſubjects 
rights, and contrary to the maxims of 
Chriſt Jeſus. 


SHERLOCK. 


Indeed I cannot allow this: * con- 
ſider the words of the Agt itſelf : it was 
| | _ expreſsly 
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expreſsly made ** for preventing of the 
&« like miſchiefs (thoſe miſchiefs which 
% had happened in the reign of Charles 
« the Firſt) for the time to come; and 
« for the preſervation of the public 
peace both in Church and State.” Is 
it then become oppreſſion to guard a- 


gainſt injury which had been felt? or, is 


it become irreligious to defend religion, 
or the eſtabliſhment of it? Surely it is 
put common prudence to keep the power 

hurting out of their hands who had 


abuſed it juſt _— to the overthrow 


of both, 
Waste 


Ves: but the caſe is now altered; 
our preſent Diſſenters plead only for a 
liberty of conſcience, and are now be- 
come peaceable ſubjects of that Govern- 


ment which you want to ſupport. 


"Y 
| SHERLOCK, 
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SHERLOcR. 


But will they declare, that they are 
ready to maintain the Church of England, 
which is ſo immediately connected 
with the State, as by law eſtabliſhed ? 
No, ſurely : if they would, why da they 
diſſent from it; and as long as they 
do diſſent from it, they cannot, upon 
principle, mean to ſupport it. What 
ſays one of them, in the name of thema 
all? Mr. Pierce, in his Diſſentess 
Reaſons, &e. p. 6. You may depend 
«« upon it, that the great body of Diſ- 
4+ ſenters judge the terms of communion 
* (in the Eſtabliſhed Church) to be 
„ finfully impoſed.” And what are 
we to expect from them after this, but 
a total abrogation of thoſe terms, when- 
eyer they can get the power into their 
hands ; and, in conſequence of this, a re- 
eſtabliſhment of Republican principles, 
inconſiſtent with the mixed monarchy, 
which preſerves our preſent liberties ? 

D How 
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[How far they are ſtill inclined to 
deſtroy thoſe liberties, may be judged of 


by the reſolutions which ſome of their 
 _ deputies have advanced at their public 
meetings for the repeal of this Act. 


They have reſolved, among other 
attempts, to require a promiſe from the 
candidates at the enſuing general election, 
that they will uſe their endeavours to 
procure this repeal, or they will refuſe 
them their votes.—Is this liberty of 
conſcience, to influence. the. conſciences 


of thoſe repreſentatives,” who are entruſt- 


ed with the great concern of promoting 
the good of the Church? If none are to 
be choſen into that important office, but 
thoſe who ſhall be under their directions, 
it is eaſy to preſage for what purpoſes they 
meke ſuch a requiſition, as will ſhackle 
their conſciences, under the pretence of 


procuring liberty of conſcience. That 


muſt he a very pliable diſpoſition indeed, 
which can _ conform to any di- 
rections, 
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rections, that will ſecure an election, 
without any further trouble; or will 
ſubmit to be dictated to by one ſet of 
their conſtituents, whilſt they profeſs 
independent principles to another: and 
how far they, who are of a contrary 
perſuaſion, can place confidence in the 
conſultations of ſuch a high court of 
Parliament, it is eaſy to judge. It requires 
not. a, prophetic. ſpirit, to foreſee; what 
ſervice. they are likely to do to religion, 
who would beat down the authority both 
of Church and State, in order, as it is 
pretended, to preſerve true religion, i in an 
age. that ſeems to want it ſo much. 

It is ſurely an extraordinary method to 
accompliſh this by leaving the Church 
defenceleſs, by deſtroying its bulwarks, 
and by pulling, down its fences, which 
have been Wann, ** about ) it * 
our Ace 1 


33. HOADLY. 
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HOADLY, 


But why are not our Proteſtant Diſ- 
fenters to be indulged, as well as the 
Papiſts? Surely they may be trufted 
as much” as the others. 


SHERLOCK. 


In this is telpoth they are both pur bon 


| the fate footing, as a neceſſary guard 
Againſt occafional conformity: for what 


fays the Act of the zd Jac. I. cap. 4. 
„Where divers perſons popiſhly 
affected, do nevertheleſs, the better 
it to cover and hide their falſe Hearts, 
„% and with the more ſafety to attend 
the opportunity to execute theit mif- 
„ chlevous defigns, repair ſometimes 
to Church, to efcape the penalty of 
« the laws in that behalf provided 


44 for the better diſcovery of ſuch perſons, 


„de it enacted, That every Popiſh 
* Recuſant 
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«4 Recuſantw»who ſhall conform and 
repair to the Church-—ſhall, once in 
«4 every Naur at leaſt receive the os 
% cramment.” | 


It is plain from hence, that the re- 
eciving the Sacrament was never efteem- 
ed a qualification in our law, but a 
ptoof and teſt of that qualification (viz: 
conformity to the Church eſtabliſhed) 
which the law in many caſes requires. 
You ſee, then, that the Diſſenter and the 
Papiſt is in this reſpeR put upon the 
ſame footing. And were it not for 
this, how is the Eſtabliſhed Religion to 
be ſecuted againſt the moſt dangerous 
inroads? Either you muſt give up 
your Eſtabliſhment, or preſerve its guard. 
And if you ſtill judge, that all ſecurity 
is unjuſt, which debars men from their 
civil rights ; that is, which makes them 
incapable of holding offices of Power 
ind Truſt; you muſt, in conſequence, 

aſſert, 
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aſſert, that no Government has any 


right to ſecure itſelf, by excluding from 
offices ſuch as they judge unqualified *: 


for no Government can have a right to 


* e! 

nin you 24 not 1 all Goa 
vernments have a right, and all wife 
Governments will make uſe of it, to 
provide againſt all | probable dangers to 


. 


the State; and, in conſequence of this; 


they have a right to provide, that all 
power in the State ſhall be lodged in 
ſuch hands only as they reaſonably judge 
to be well affected towards it. In this, 
common prudence, if they look na 
1 wil * them. n 
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Alk this, I ſay, might be thought 
reaſonable, if Diſſenters were ſuch now 
as al uſed to be formerly; but their 

diſaffection 


A DIALO GU E, &e. 31 


diſaffection to the Church is abated; 
and we haveè nothing to fear from them; 
though places of power and truſt in 
Government ſhould be lodged in their 
hands. Nay, it has of late years been 
a prevailing opinion among ſome mem- 
bers of the Church of England, that 
the Diſſenters have quite worn off their 
rigid zeal againſt the Church; and that 
there is little more left in the contro- 
verſy, than the difficulty about Re- ordi- 
nation, and the diſpute about ſome in- 
different rites and ceremonies. 


SHERLOCK. 


I wiſh this were all true; and am 
willing to allow that there are many 
among them, who are fincere in their 
profeſſions of moderation. But, alas! 
it is one thing to ſay how we would uſe 
power, if we had it; and another to 
know how to uſe it, when we have it. 

| But 
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But to let this paſs. Have any of tho 


Diſſenters declared, that they are for 
maintaining the Church of England as 


by law eſtabliſhed? No, certainly. The 
utmoſt that has been pleaded in their be- 
half, is, that their principles amount 
** to thoſe of a general Toleration to all 
0 peaceable ſubjects.” I rejoice in this 
happy reformation of their principles: 
but let me aſk the Gentlemen of South 
Britain what they are likely to get by 
accepting of a Toleration, for their re- 
ligion, inſtead of an Eſtabliſhment ? and 
that too, limited to the condition of being 
peaceable ſubjects: a condition, indeed, 


highly reaſonable of itſelf, but which 


may be eaſily expounded away; and 


probably would be fo; unleſs they could 


appear to be highly ſatisfied with their 


hard bargain, It is well known, that 


the Diſſenters are ſtill fond of their own 


principles and opinions: and we have 


ence ſcen how that fondneſs tranſported 


them, 
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them, when power was in their hands 
Why, then, are we not to ſuppoſe that 
they would uſe power again, if put into 
their hands, in the ſame manner; to ſet 
up what they account pure Religion: and 
to expel, what not only they, but others 
of higher rank, and under greater obli- 
gations to the Church, have treated as 
2 88 and nnn 


J muſt think, that we have great rea- 
ſon to be convinced of our miſtakes in 
this reſpect, ſince Mr. Pierce has told 
us, how highly affronting to the Diſſent- 
ers ſuch an opinion of them is. For 
upon a learned Divine of our Commu- 
nion ſuggeſting this favourable judgment 
of their principles, he anſwers, How 
could you ſuggeſt that we do not ſo 
« much as pretend the terms of your 
«© Communion are ſinful ?** He goes on 


to give inftances of theſe ſinful terms in 
* our, 
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our Communion; and then in the name 
of all his brethren, he paſſes a judgment. 
that makes the whole Eccleſiaſtical Con- 
ſtitution ſin ful You may depend 
upon it, Lays he, that the great body 
of the Diffenters judge the terms 
& of Communien te be ſinfully im- 

44 poſed.” This ſtrikes not at one, or 
at many of our terms of Communian, 
but the wholeeſtabliſhment : the founda- 
tien itſelf is ſin, and nothing good can be 
raiſed on it: therefore he very frankly 
and conſiftently declares, We xejoice 
«« to {ce the foundations ſhaken, and the 
% Fabric finking, as we never doubted 
© but it would ſome time or other. 
What are we to think ef theſe hopes and 
theſe triumphs! What are We to expect, 
i it were onoe in their power to Accam- 
pliſh thera 4 Will they permit, do you 
think, the Prieſts of Bag! to live un- 
moleſted f or will they onduze that the 
Church of England, whoſe foundation 


is 


— 
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is fin, ENT 
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But theſe Acts were made to exclude 
Chriſtians from Civil Offices for the 
fake of their conſcientious ſeruples: and 
whatever power they might have, they 
would be ready to grant a general Toles 
ration, for to this they profeſs them- 
felves to be ſteady friends. 


SHERLOCK; | 
_ again is 2 miſrepreſentation of 
fats. Tbe Corporation Act ſays 


expreſuly, it was for prevention of 
miſchief ; ſuch miſchief as the nation 


had then but juſt recovered from ; 
and not for prevention of conſcientious 
ſeruples. And if there be no difference 

between N man for &is opi- 


E 2 nions, 
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nions, and ſecuring myſelf from being 
perſecuted for my own, then indeed it 
is a perſecution to exclude men, for 
the ſake of their diſaffection to the 
Eſtabliſhed Church, from civil power. 
But ſurely it muſt be agreed on all 
hands, that every man has a right 
(much more every Government) to ſe- 
cure himſelf againſt perſecution, and 
from having any thing, as religion, 
impoſed on him by undue. means. 
The Church of England has felt this; 
and ſhe muſt have a ſhort memory, 
if ſhe has already forgat what it is. 
What has been already, may probably 
be expected again from the fame cauſes. 
But we all know, that power in the ; 
hands of Diſſenters has once already 
ruined both Church and + SOLO 


' What if they are now, as you dlink, 

grown | friends to Toleration, ſurely you 

pught to afk 3 before you are 
moved 
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moved by this argument, the reaſon 
why you ſhould give up an Eſtabliſhment 
to accept of Toleratian ; and why Toles 
ration is not as good, when it is granted 
to Diſſenters, as when it is humbly 
received at their hands. You ſhould 
conſider alſo, that where the Diſſenters 
principles  preyail, no Toleration is 
granted: for the Kirk has ever proteſted 
againſt. it, and uſed their utmoſt en- 
| deavours to prevent it, In a word, you 
ſhould conſider, whether under theſe 
uncertainties, jt is not wiſeſt to truſt 
yourſelf with the uy of Jaap own, 
conſcience. | 


However I am ſo 15 from diſliking 
the indulgence. which our laws have 
allowed the Diſſenters, that I like the 
Eſtabliſhment itſelf the better for any 
abatement in the rigour of its Statutes. 
But if peace and ſecurity of conſcience 

will not ſatisfy without power and 
| authority 
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attthority in the State, it ought to be 
no offenee to them to be told, that we 
owe a tegard to our own conſcience, 
45 well as their's ; and that though we 
rejoice in their liberty, yet we fee no 
reaſon to part with our n — 


But it is high ene 66 pub an end to 2 
diſpute, wherein the Prince upon the 
Throtie is involved,4s well as his people. 
For you would do well to remember, 
while you are thus zealots for theit 
rights, that the Crown itſelf is ſubject to 
the very ſattie limitation. By 12, 14. 
Will. III. cap. 2. it is provided, That 
whoſoever ſhall hereafter come to the 
poſſeffion bf this Crown, ſhall join in 
Eottimithion with the Church of Eng- 
land, as by law eltabliſhed, ' Now I 
would only aſk you, how it comes to 
pafs that the Kings of England ſhould 
Hate lefs privilege than any of their 


We ; and” why that limitation is 
juſt 
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the Crown, which is ſo great an op- 
preſſion, ſo ſubverſive of natural right, 
when applied to any of the people. 


I need ſay no more. I will, however, 
venture to remind you of the cixcum- 
ſtance, which fell within your own me- 
mary, and which indeed you ought. to 
haye conſiderd yourſelf, before you 
openly declared your ſentiments, by call- 
was but a few years, I belieye not above 
eight, before your conſeeration to the ſee 
of Bangor, that an union was formed 
between the two kingdoms of England 
and Scotland, In the gth year of Queen 
Anne's reign an Act was made intro- 
ductive to this, entitled, An Act for 
ſecuring the Church of England, as by 
law eſtabliſhed: in which Act it is pro- 


vided, chat an Act 13 Eliz, entitled, 


An Act for Miniſters to be of ſound 
Religion; 
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Religion; and the Act of Uniformity, 
13 Car. IL—* And all other and ſin- 
« gular Acts of Parliament, now in 
« force for the eſtabliſhment and 
*« preſervation of the Church of Eng- 
* land, and the doctrine, worſhip, 
« diſcipline, and government thereof, 
«« ſhall: remain, and be in full force for 
ever“ This Act is inſerted verbatim 
in the Act of Union, and declared to be 
an eſſential condition of the Union 
an eſſential and fundamental part of 
* the Articles of Union.” Since then 
all and ſingular Acts in force at the 
time of the Union, for the eſtabliſh- 
ment and preſervation of the Church, are 
made perpethal, you would do well to 
conſider whether the Teſt Act did not 
come under this deſcription ; and the 
rather, becauſe by an Act of Parliament 
10 Anne, cap. 2. it is declared concern- 
ing the Corporation and Teſt Acts, 
that both were made for the ſecu- 
a 1 ray 
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is "rity, of the Church of England, as by, 


% law eſtabliſhed,” | 


Now if theſe Adds were, as it is 
declared by the Legiſlature, Tas for 


the ſecurity of the Church eſtabliſhed; 


and if all ſuch Acts are fundamentals of 
the Union, and to continue in force for 
ever, you, as Member of one of the 
Houſes of Parliament, ought not, ſurely, 
to have called for a repeal. If this be 
permitted, what jealouſies may not be 
fomented ! What handle does this 
adminiſter to men, otherwiſe diſpoſed 
than you, are, to break in upon the like 
ſecurity, which the Kirk enjoys, when- 
ever they have power and opportunity | 


When the Legiſlature ſets limits to 


their own authority, they muſt continue 
the judges of, thoſe limits ; and it would 
be great preſumption in any one to 
pretend to ſay, that this conſideration 

F does 
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does effect, or how it does effect the 
ſupreme power; but there is at leaſt ſo 
much appearance in it, as to make it 
very improper for private men to give 
judgment in the caſe. 


HOADLY. 


k cannot however put an end to this 
converſation, without making one ob- 
jection more againſt the Teſt Act, which 
is, „that it is a worldly motive to 
* induce Chriſtians to the ſame one 
«« certain profeſſion in religious matters; 
* and to the fame one certain form of 
« words and ceremonies in public 
„ worthip.” 


SHERLOCK. 


1 would to God it had produced this 
effect! I ſhould rejoice to ſee the Teſt. 
Act grow uſeleſs and out of date by 

| the 
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the general conformity of the people of 


this nation. But in the mean while, 
Imuſt tell you, that the Act was made 
for no ſuch purpoſe as you ſuggeſt ; 


the intent was to keep Diſſenters out of 


the State, not to force them into 'the 
Church ; which may appear in part from 
hence, that their meetings were tolerated 
by the very Act, in the firſt of Miiliam 
and Mary, which expreſsly extends 
the Act to them. 


HOADLY. 
_ _ Whatever the intent was, the effect 
is, that men are tempted by this Act to 


outward. conformity, and then made 
hypocrites, 


SHERLOCE, 
| Iallowit to be ſo, and what then 


F 3 HOADLY, 


- 
* 
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| Why, hypocriſy is a very evil | thing, 
and no man ought to have 'a temptation 
0 it ha in his way. | n 


znkklock. 


= 


True Rill : and you might kno, this 
to prevent this was one reaſon of the 
Occaſional Bill. But though all ſuch 
hypocriſy cannot be prevented, yet 
conſider, are they, who encourage vir- 
tue and true Religion, anſwerable for 
the hypocriſy of thoſe,” who will Pre- 
tend only to virtue and Religion, in 
order to ſhare in the encouragement? 
If they are, then it is in itſelf a wicked 
thing to encourage virtue and true Re- 
ligion ; and that father is a wicked man, 
who rewards one ſon for doing well, 
becauſe hereby he may poſſibly tempt 
_— to making a ſhew of doing well. 

A gen- 
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A gentleman in the country, wha 
ſhews ſome mark of favour to his poor 
neighbours, who religiouſly attend the 
public ſervice of God, is really, by ſo 
doing, drawing upon himſelf the wrath 
of 'God; upon theſe principles, by lay- 
ing a temptation before others to make 
an appearance of being better than they 
really are, they may ſhare in his favours 
00. - If theſe conſequences are good, 
then I am ſure that the worſhip of 
God and the neglect of it, Religion 
and Irreligion ought to be ſet on an 
„equal foot in the world.” But if 
they are falſe, then your objection 
againſt the Teſt, has no weight in it, 
and it will be /awful to do right, not- 
withſtanding that ſome perhaps may 
make a wrong uſe of our ſo doing. 


Here the Diſputants parted ; and all 
attempts for a repeal of the Teſt Act 
ceaſed 
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ever they are revived again, and nes 
peatedly made, with ſome additional 
warmth. It is however to be hoped, 
that they may be defeated ſtill by the 
ſame conſiderations which have hither» 
to inclined the Great Council of the 
Nation to ſupport this Bulwark of the 
Church of England againſt all ſuch 
incroachments upon its prefogatives, 
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